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Cross-defendants and Respondents Youth for Environmental
Justice, Center for Biological Diversity and South Central Youth
Leadership Coalition.
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Respondent parties, which consist of three nonprofit
environmental and social justice organizations—Youth for
Environmental Justice, Center for Biological Diversity, and
South Central Youth Leadership Coalition (collectively,
Nonprofits)—and the City of Los Angeles along with its
Department of City Planning and that department’s director
(collectively, the City), filed special motions to strike the
operative cross-complaint of appellant California Independent
Petroleum Association (CIPA) under Code of Civil Procedure
section 425.16, the anti-SLAPP statute. After the trial court
denied the anti-SLAPP motions, CIPA sought its attorney fees on
the ground that the anti-SLAPP motions were “frivolous
or ... solely intended to cause unnecessary delay” (Code Civ.
Proc., § 425.16, subd. (c)(1)). The trial court denied CIPA’s
motion, and CIPA appeals from that denial.

We reversed the orders denying Nonprofits’ and the City’s
anti-SLAPP motions in a separate opinion (Youth for
Environmental Justice v. City of Los Angeles (Feb. 15, 2019,
B282822) [nonpub. opn.]). That decision obliterates any claim
CIPA might have for attorney fees, and its appeal of the order
denying those fees is accordingly moot.! (Wilson v. Southern
California Edison Co. (2018) 21 Cal.App.5th 786, 809 [where
appellate court reversed judgment for plaintiff, plaintiff was no
longer prevailing party and her cross-appeal of the order denying
her attorney fees was moot].)
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The City—joined by Nonprofits—moved to dismiss CIPA’s
appeal for attorney fees on the ground that the trial court’s order
denying the fees was not immediately appealable. In light of our
disposition of CIPA’s appeal as moot, the City’s motion is moot as
well.



DISPOSITION
CIPA’s appeal of the order denying its attorney fees is
dismissed as moot. The City and Nonprofits shall recover their
costs on appeal.
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